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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to Applicant's request for continued examination. Claims 6, 
12, and 14 are amended. Claim 20 is added. Claims 6-20 are presented for further examination. 

2. This action is a non-final rejection. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 9/4/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant argues that the claims "require that all data from a carousel are [sic] retrieved" 
and that Stalker teaches away from this limitation. Applicant further argues that the claims are 
directed to an invention that "reads all data of the carousel and only after all data have been 
retrieved and stored modules are obtained." Applicant's arguments have been carefully 
considered but are not persuasive. 

Claim 14 is amended to recite "retrieving all data, according to identified 
parameters, from the carousel of objects" and "storing the data being retrieved." However, one 
interpretation of this language is that all data that have a specific PID number are retrieved from 
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the carousel of objects and not necessarily all data. This interpretation is consistent with the 
claim language which recites retrieving data according to the identified parameters. 
Additionally, newly added claim 20 recites setting up a filter for "passing all data related to the 
carousel of objects broadcasted within packets identified with a specific PID number." Contrary 
to Applicant's arguments, this claim language seem to suggest that retrieval of data is hinges on 
whether the data contains a specific PID number and therefore implies that packets that have 
different PID numbers are ignored or not retrieved from the carousel. This interpretation of the 
claims is taught by Stalker which teaches retrieving from the carousel all packets that have the 
same identifier while ignoring other data packets that have different PID numbers [0019, 0023]. 
If Applicant's arguments were accurate - that all data is retrieved from the carousel - then the 
claim limitations directed to establishing a filter for a specific PID number would simply be 
superfluous. In other words, if all data is retrieved as Applicant argues, then there would be no 
need to qualify its retrieval based on a filters or PID numbers. The use of a filter and the phrase 
"according to the identified parameters" imply that only certain data is being retrieved - all data 
that have the same PID number. If this interpretation of the claims is incorrect, then Applicant 
should either (1) explain the need for a filter to pass data with a specific PID number in a system 
that allegedly downloads all data from the carousel or (2) amend the claims to more clearly and 
accurately describe the claimed invention. 

Even if Applicant's arguments were accurate and supported by the specification, claim 6 
lacks language that describe retrieving all data from the carousel. Claim 6 merely recites 
retrieving data according the parameters and does not include the limitation of storing all the data 
that is retrieved from the carousel. While claim 6 does recite "creating modules from the data 
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being retrieved, after receiving all data of the carousel of object," the italicized portion recites 
receiving the data within the carousel which refers to receiving all the data conveyed in the data 
stream. This is different from what Applicant argues which is retrieving the data from the 
carousel. Stalker does teach receiving all data in the carousel conveyed within the data stream 
[0016]. Thus, Applicant's arguments are not persuasive as to claim 6. The rejection of claims 6- 
12 as set forth in the previous Office action are therefore maintained. 

Additionally, a new ground of rejection is set forth with respect to claims 14-20 to 
address Applicant's interpretation of the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 15, 18, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

a. Claim 18 is rejected for containing confusing claim language. In particular, the 
portion reciting ". . . when an application of the receiver executes a request defining a PID 
number of packets relating to the carousel of objects to be retrieved, requested by the 
application, is broadcasted." It is unclear what is being requested by the application and 
what is being broadcasted. The claim should be amended to more clearly describe what 
is being claimed. Similar remarks apply to claim 19. 
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b. Claim 1 5 recites "a packet filter with a PID number according to the parameters is 
set to access the receiver to the carousel of objects to be retrieved." The language in this 
limitation is unclear. For example it is not clear what the packet filter is doing or its 
relationship to the claimed PID number. It is also unclear the relationship between the 
PID number and the parameters. Moreover, it is unclear how a packet filter "access[es] 
the receiver" and its relationship with the carousel of objects. Clarifying language is 
requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 6, 7, 9-12, 14, 15, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being 
anticipated by Stalker, U.S Patent Publication No. 2002|0091816. 

7. As to claim 6, Stalker discloses a method for reception of software of a receiver, wherein 
the software is broadcasted in a data stream, in a form of a carousel of objects, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

connecting the receiver to the data stream [0006, 0017]; 
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starting reception of data conveyed in the data stream [0015-0017 : Stalker's client 
receives data blocks from the data carousel]; 

identifying parameters of a carousel of objects to be retrieved [0019 : each packet 
contains an identifier that links the module with the specific application. Stalker's identifier reads 
on Applicant's claimed parameter]; 

retrieving data according to the parameters [0019] from the carousel of objects in a 
sequence as the data are broadcasted in the carousel of objects [0023]; 

creating modules from the data being retrieved, after receiving all data of the carousel of 
objects [Figure 5B : decision block labeled as "Have Read All Blocks?" | 0027]; 

obtaining content of the modules [0016]; and 

storing the content in the file system of the receiver [0031]. 

8. As to claim 7, Stalker discloses a step of setting a packets filter according to the 
identified parameters [0016, 0021, 0022 : Stalker discloses installing filters to more efficiently 
process incoming data blocks within the broadcasted data of the carousel]. 

9. As to claim 9, Stalker discloses the data are received in a form of packets and from the 
packets of data stream a section of the packet is retrieved, which includes the module or its part 
of the carousel of objects [0018], whereas it is next checked if the section includes the required 
data, which are written in the file system of receiver [0023, 003 1], at the same time the 
completeness of the retrieved carousel of objects is checked [0027 : determining whether all the 
data blocks have been read]. 
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10. As to claim 10, Stalker discloses the data, retrieved from the data stream, related to the 
defined carousel of objects, are broadcasted in packets with a specific PID number [0019 : each 
packet contains an identifier that links the module with the specific application. Stalker's 
identifier reads on Applicant's claimed PID number]. 

11. As to claim 1 1 , Stalker discloses wherein connecting the receiver to the data stream is 
executed when an application of the receiver executes a request, which defines a PID number of 
packets [0019], in which the carousel of objects, requested by the application, is broadcasted 
[0006, 0016]. 

12. As to claim 12, Stalker discloses wherein connecting the receiver to the data stream is 
executed when an applications manager attempts to start an application [0019 where : Stalker's 
interest manager reads on Applicant's claimed applications manager], which is signaled in a 
given service together with the PID number of packets [0019], in which the carousel of objects 
of the signaled application is broadcasted [0028]. 

13. As to claim 14, it is rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for claim 6. 

14. As to claims 15 and 17-19, they are rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for 
claims 7 and 9-12. 
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15. Claims 14 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Metz 
et al, U.S. Patent No. 5.768.539 ["Metz"]. 

16. As to claim 14, Metz discloses a method for reception of software of a broadcasted in a 
data stream and accessible to a receiver from a carousel of objects, the method comprising the 
steps of: 

accessing a receiver to a data stream containing a carousel of objects to be retrieved 
[column 4 «lines 19-30»: set- top terminals receiving software through data carousel type cyclical 
broadcast]; 

identifying parameters of a carousel of objects to be retrieved [column 37 dines 18-19»: 
channel identifier]; 

continuously retrieving all data according to the identified parameters from the 
carousel of objects, in a sequence in which they are available from the moment of reception start 
[column 38 «lines 33-35»: Metz discloses receiving and storing the entire application file or 
image before initiating execution | column 37 «lines 23-27»: disclosing that an image or file 
comprises of downloaded data blocks from the carousel]; 

storing the data being retrieved [column 38 «lines 33-35»]; 

creating modules from the retrieved data, after receiving and storing all data [column 10 
«lines 5-12» | column 38 «lines 5-13 and 33-35»: reassembling the modules only after all 
modules of the application file have been downloaded]; 

obtaining content of the modules [column 38 «lines 54-67»]; and 
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storing the content of the modules in the file system of the receiver [column 10 «lines 46- 
5 1»: disclosing storing any related data from the data file]. 

17. As to claim 16, Metz discloses decompressing the modules after the modules have been 
created from the data being retrieved [column 14 «line 63» to column 15 «line 4»]. 

18. As to claim 17, Metz discloses wherein the data containing modules retrieved from the 
data stream are broadcasted in packets with a PID number [column 14 «lines 18-34»]. 

19. As to claim 18, Metz discloses wherein the accessing the receiver to the data stream is 
executed when an application of the receiver executes a request defining the PID number of 
packets relating to the carousel of objects to be retrieved, requested by the application, is 
broadcasted [column 37 «lines 15-22»]. 

20. As to claim 19, Metz discloses wherein the accessing the receiver to the data stream is 
executed when an application manager attempts to start the application signaled in a service 
together with the PID number of packets related to the carousel of objects to be retrieved, 
requested by the application, is broadcasted [column 37 «lines 15-22»: Metz discloses including 
the channel identifier; the channel being requested reads on the claimed service]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

21. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stalker, 
in view of Chari, U.S Patent No. 6.038.319. 

22. As to claims 8 and 16, Stalker does not expressly disclose decompressing the modules 
after the modules have been created from the retrieved data. In the same field of invention, Chari 
is directed towards a system for sharing television applications based in part on using data 
carousels for broadcasting modules to receiving stations [abstract]. Like Stalker, Chari discloses 
assembling modules from received packets [Figure 4 | column 6 «lines 39-43»]. However, Chari 
further discloses decompressing the modules after assembling them [column 5 dines 4-6» | 
column 11 «lines 18-22»]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Stalker's 
method with the decompression functionality taught in Chari. Compression and decompression 
technology was well known in the art at the time the time the invention was made for providing 
enhanced delivery by conserving bandwidth [see Chari, column 4 «lines 10-12»]. Thus, one 
would have been motivated to combine Stalker and Chari to improve the delivery capability of 
the modules over the network. 
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23. Claims 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Metz, 
in view of Stalker. 

24. As to claim 15, while Metz discloses utilizing PID numbers to differentiate between 
packets [column 14 «lines 18-34»], Metz does not expressly disclose setting a packet filter with a 
PID number according to the parameters accessing the receiver to the carousel of objects to be 
retrieved. However, using packet filters based on PID numbers at a receiver was a well known 
feature in the art at the time of Applicant's invention as evidenced by Stalker. Like Metz, Stalker 
is directed to broadcasting software applications to a receiver using a carousel delivery system 
[0014]. Stalker however further discloses utilizing a packet filter with a PID number according 
to the identified parameters is set to access the receiver to the carousel of objects to be retrieved 
[0016, 0019, 0021, 0022 : Stalker discloses installing filters to more efficiently process incoming 
data blocks within the broadcasted data of the carousel. Each packet in Stalker contains an 
identifier that links the module with the specific application. Stalker's identifier reads on 
Applicant's claimed PID number]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of Applicant's invention to have modified Metz's broadcasting system to include 
packet filtering based on PID number as taught by Stalker. Stalker discloses that one advantage 
of using such a filter is to allow only specific packets to be passed through to the receiver [0029]. 

25. As to claim 20, while Metz discloses looking only for data that contain specific PID 
numbers [column 37 «lines 20-22»], Metz does not disclose setting up a filter for passing all data 
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related to the carousel of objects broadcasted within packets identified with a specific PID 
number defined by application requesting data reading from the carousel of objects. Stalker 
however further discloses setting up a filter for passing all data related to the carousel of objects 
broadcasted within packets identified with a specific PID number defined by application 
requesting data reading from the carousel of objects [0016, 0019, 0021, 0022 : Stalker discloses 
installing filters to more efficiently process incoming data blocks within the broadcasted data of 
the carousel. Each packet in Stalker contains an identifier that links the module with the specific 
application. Stalker's identifier reads on Applicant's claimed PID number]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have modified 
Metz's broadcasting system to include packet filtering based on PID number as taught by 
Stalker. Stalker discloses that one advantage of using such a filter is to allow only specific 
packets to be passed through to the receiver [0029]. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DOHM CHANKONG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3942. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday [8:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571.272.3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Dohm Chankong/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



